FIGURE ES-3

FLOOD CONTROL

OVERLAY

Legend

L m Areas proposed for E Basin Boundary
] - Local Detention
NG e
. )
=. < ¢ “ Areas proposed for
TR~ AN Regional Detention Streams
NS
N
N
i 8 Wetlands
! 1A .
o 4 Railroads
s
- &M, 'z Wetlands protected by
A 8 4B . . .
\ﬁ‘/ | Existing Regulations
1A - FEMA Floodway
- KC Farmland Preservation Program Roads
5 - KC Class 1 & 2 Wetlands
\ - Existing Mitigation Sites
. . N
Thismap is based upon best
“” availableinformation. Itis
0 IN intended for planning purposes w E
1P 2A only and is not guaranteed to
/ j /' show accurate measurements.
H S
1
! Mill Creek SAMP
) 0 25 5 1mile
\. February, 1997 | ;
\.
\
\ \ ‘ L
N ~ )
SAMP42 \)ﬁfw 34N, \‘" n /0
S\ o
N s \\. \;
Keieq I = h
Vi ] . 7 — L
\ A N L%
Ui ¥ o468 / 167
I8 1 »
13 1o
U‘ .‘.% ( RAISE | 290Q
2B
Y p H WEST VALLEY & Al
"2 ) HW :
% /%/ K N\ 2se8
iz %, B 2c ent Ae —
- 1\ = G v oosea= -
INIBAL N = & zz;,‘ o
T -1 20 I
S ICONVEYANCE | i & A P ™ RN & J%
. "\ . MPROVEMENT \E %, A2 =
.\" Koo £~ | P \".\ \'\ \ '{ §iQ gy~ pp
N = N e 28 z i &3
\\ i S ¥ e { S277th S e\ (SN
< \ i o \ 2¥Y
\ - 6B
g 1 G| X
LG50 0 LTI SAVRAL % ._i_i ] o 4c
; :130\““\ Cregf™=""1 I . e
oo Sampao 1 \ u
KCLG50 e | T &,
P ietg i \ 68 %
CLG50 ._-,A_ KCLG1 ' i 2XX lic
./
’
AMP35A /' o 7 = _i . 2DDD v
oot & - A = s
H , -~ 5 3c 58
- & THE I l - 50 DIVERSION T
1 el I—
i CcH ABITAT e i GREEN RIVE
s RECON C SAMP38 (}Wﬂ - r 38 ] TWOISTAGE sc 6D
- SAMP38 i i = H CONVEYANCE 5D L\
ISAMP34 —— H + SAMP39
s 7 ! 1 IMPRQVEMENT
saipas,” at s ¥ 37th ST||NW > I 4EE T
B T { s 4E
SAMP33 ! Kemcis /" 4 5
; 5L rom TS SAMP36  SAMP37 1 CULVERT S
NN % g I'( IMPROVEMENT NP gg)
SAMP32 ‘4 SAMP36 ! <
SAMP32 shupz /_gAM o 1 “\ =
Saypze ! SAMP27 /
7 sAmP27 e
] / —_—
i / 3E
a j i
i P safa | MINIMAL %%
kemesd Sew22 SEA)P:.L---L@'Q samrbs  DISTURBANCE
SAMP22 o ' CONVEYANCE
KCMC4 ¢ o= 20510 1
] P H IMPROVEMENT
cMca N\, g !
Y, \
- o b ¢
QO51E_ ("‘
SAMP25 1 5] 1
XX | ’ 5H
L i DETENTION
\ —— = -
A .o KCMC5 -
SampSin, SAWPZL QT keme " 6A
o - .
X i sse8 15th ST NW
¥
SAMPlQ" LOODPLAIN T 5M WATER
H NTINGS
SAMP18 52 z. ( — QU.
{ TO INCREASE a TREATMENT
-4 STORAGE 5N i
<\
S ) SAMPL7 K/.CM_C
=1 i
‘.\ SAMP16 %5, SEEE 5N
‘\_ 5 5N B
A \\4*
SAMP15 — 50
\ =i
\ o) P —— I 55
* 5YY =
\_‘ ’/ L = ; CONVEJANCE
\, F—
% i . i e . IMPROV| [
% SAMP13 S
2 i 005 \F“
BN
5 “ i SAMP11 bzz2 5Q
Ny
\\ = T = SEEE] '
----- AN
Canyo SR NV ~
yon
18 SAMP! ‘\
- 1 18
Ysilues $és )
CMC8 g : 55@’,
— \ 4 \
., SAMP4 0 - .
</ SAMP? Kk MAINTAIN AUBURN “ J{
o1 SAMP rE 400 PONDS
Sl ot SAMPS =
i SAM%‘\_\ @\-’, 5u
A \ ‘.'%Luf 50 —
- \ [ -
Caly \ ! sw | 5W
- ! \ H Note:
<~ KCMeo .
. S ] \ S8 SVEPW W Al gona Thismap isa schematic of the proposed flood control
N2 T Mo Y | Bw alternative. Actual dimensions, configuration, plan form
’ : e swﬂ geometry, and specific location of proposed features such as
a2 the "two stage channel" conveyance improvement, “minimal
SAMP disturbance" conveyance improvement, “channel and habitat  |[—
SAMPL reconstruction”, Bingaman Creek overflow channel, Peasley  [~_]
SAMP) @ Canyon sediment trap and other features are yet to be ]
Shue1 I determined. The channel widths on this map are not ml
necessarily to the actual scale of the proposed reconfigured
=< — V ! = L




